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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

Notice of Intent To Rule on Application 
(03–03–C–00–HLN) To Impose and Use 
the Revenue From a Passenger Facility 
Charge (PFC) at Helena Regional 
Airport, Submitted by the Helena 
Regional Airport Authority, Helena 
Regional Airport, Helena, MT

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent to rule on 
application. 

SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to rule and 
invites public comment on the 
application to impose and use PFC 
revenue at Helena Regional Airport 
under the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 40117 
and Part 158 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 158).
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before June 23, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Comments on this 
application may be mailed or delivered 
in triplicate to the FAA at the following 
address: David S. Stelling, Manager; 
Helena Airports District Office, HLN–
ADO; Federal Aviation Administration; 
2725 Skyway Drive, Suite 2, Helena, MT 
59602. 

In addition, one copy of any 
comments submitted to the FAA must 
be mailed or delivered to Ronald S. 
Mercer, Airport Director, at the 
following address: 2850 Skyway Drive, 
Helena, MT 59602. 

Air Carriers and foreign air carriers 
may submit copies of written comments 
previously provided at Helena Regional 
Airport, under section 158.23 of part 
158.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David S. Stelling, 406–449–5271, 
Airports District Office, 2725 Skyway 
Drive, Suite 2, Helena, MT 59602. The 
application may be reviewed in person 
at this same location.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA 
proposes to rule and invites public 
comment on the application (03–03–C–
00–HLN) to impose and use PFC 
revenue at Helena Regional Airport, 
under the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 40117 
and part 158 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR part 158). 

On May 13, 2003, the FAA 
determined that the application to 
impose and use the revenue from a PFC, 
submitted by Helena Regional Airport, 
Helena, Montana, was substantially 
complete within the requirements of 
section 158.25 of part 158. The FAA 
will approve or disapprove the 
application, in whole or in part, no later 

than August 22, 2003. The following is 
a brief overview of the application. 

Level of the proposed PFC: $4.50. 
Proposed charge-effective date: 

October 1, 2003. 
Proposed charge-expiration date: June 

1, 2010. 
Total requested for use approval: 

$2,350,897. 
Brief description of proposed projects: 

Disabled Passenger Access Lift 
Acquisition; Southside Taxilane 
Construction—Phase I; Southside 
Taxilane Construction—Phase II; Loop 
Road and Parking Lot Improvements; 
Runway 9 perimeter Access Road; 
Terminal Building Expansion and 
Remodel; Snow Removal Equipment 
Acquisition; and Aircraft Rescue and 
Fire Fighting Equipment Acquisition. 

Class or classes of air carriers that the 
public agency has requested not be 
required to collect PFC’s: On-demand, 
Air Taxi/Commercial Operators (ATCO). 

Any person may inspect the 
application in person at the FAA office 
listed above under FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT and at the FAA 
Regional Airports Office located at: 
Federal Aviation Administration, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Airports 
Division, ANM–600, 1601 Lind Avenue 
SW., Suite 315, Renton, WA 98055–
4056. 

In addition, any person may, upon 
request, inspect the application, notice 
and other documents germane to the 
application in person at the Helena 
Regional Airport.

Issued in Renton, Washington on May 13, 
2003. 
David A. Field, 
Manager, Planning, Programming and 
Capacity Branch, Northwest Mountain 
Region.
[FR Doc. 03–12820 Filed 5–21–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railroad Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement: Rail 
Corridor—Petersburg, Virginia (Collier 
Yard) to Raleigh, North Carolina 
(Boylan Wye)

AGENCY: Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA), Department of 
Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: The FRA is issuing this notice 
to advise the public that a Tier II 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
will be prepared for a 138-mile portion 
of the Southeast High Speed Rail 

(SEHSR) Corridor from Petersburg, 
Virginia (Collier Yard) to Raleigh, North 
Carolina (Boylan Wye).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
David Foster, Rail Environmental 
Programs Manager, North Carolina 
Department of Transportation Rail 
Division, 1553 Mail Service Center, 
Raleigh, NC, 27699–1553, telephone 
(919) 508–1917; or Mr. David 
Valenstein, Environmental Program 
Manager, Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA), 400 Seventh 
Street, SW., MS 20, Washington, DC 
20590, telephone (202) 493–6368.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FRA, 
in cooperation with the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA), the 
North Carolina Department of 
Transportation (NCDOT), and the 
Virginia Department of Rail and Public 
Transportation (VDRPT), will prepare a 
Tier II Environmental Impact Statement 
for a 138-mile portion of the SEHSR 
Corridor from Petersburg, Virginia at 
Collier Yard to Raleigh, North Carolina 
at the Boylan Wye. This study will 
evaluate alternatives and environmental 
impacts within the preferred corridor 
(Alternative A) described in the Tier I 
Record of Decision for the SEHSR 
Corridor from Washington, DC to 
Charlotte, North Carolina. The study 
corridor generally follows the Burgess 
Connector rail line from Collier Yard to 
Burgess, Virginia and the former 
Seaboard Air Line (S-line) from Burgess 
to Raleigh, North Carolina. 

Multiple options within the preferred 
corridor exist to connect the S-line from 
Burgess to Main Street Station in 
Richmond, Virginia, which is the 
destination for intercity rail service in 
this segment of the SEHSR Corridor. 
VDRPT and the FRA propose to address 
options in this area in separate 
environmental documentation to be 
prepared prior to construction of the 
SEHSR between Richmond, Virginia 
and Raleigh, North Carolina. Different 
routings are possible through Petersburg 
and capacity issues exist on the A-line 
particularly crossing the Appomattox 
River would be considered in the 
separate documentation. 

This environmental process has four 
basic goals: (1) Reiterate the purpose 
and need as established in the Tier I EIS 
for the Washington DC to Charlotte NC 
portion of the SEHSR corridor; (2) 
develop alternatives within the study 
corridor; (3) conduct a detailed 
evaluation of environmental impacts for 
the alternatives; and (4) select a 
preferred alternative. 

Scoping and Comments: FRA 
encourages broad participation in the 
EIS process during scoping and 
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1 ISG Railways, is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
ISG Acquisition, Inc., which is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of ISG.

2 See International Steel Group, Inc.—
Continuance in Control Exemption—ISG South 
Chicago & Indiana Harbor Railway Company and 
ISG Cleveland Works Railway Company, STB 
Finance Docket No. 34201 (STB served May 19, 
2002).

1 ISG Railways is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
ISG Acquisition, Inc., which is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of International Steel Group Inc.

subsequent review of the resulting 
environmental documents. Comments 
and suggestions are invited from all 
interested agencies and the public at 
large to insure the full range of issues 
related to the proposed action and all 
reasonable alternatives are addressed 
and all significant issues are identified. 
Public agencies with jurisdiction are 
requested to advise the FRA and 
NCDOT of the applicable permit and 
environmental review requirements of 
each agency, and the scope and content 
of the environmental information that is 
germane to the agency’s statutory 
responsibilities in connection with the 
proposed improvements. Agency 
scoping meetings have been scheduled 
for June 17 and 18, 2003 at the following 
locations: 

• June 17, 10:30 am, VDRPT 
Executive Conference Room, 1313 East 
Main Street, Suite 300, Richmond, VA. 

• June 18, 10:00 am, NCDOT 
Photogrammetry Conference Room, 
Room 322–A, 1020 Birch Ridge Drive, 
Building B, Raleigh, NC. 

Letters describing the proposed action 
and soliciting comments will be sent to 
appropriate Federal, State, and local 
agencies in North Carolina and Virginia. 
An iterative public involvement/
information program will support the 
process. The program will involve 
newsletters, a project hotline, 
informational workshops, small group 
meetings, and other methods to solicit 
and incorporate public input throughout 
the planning process. 

Comments and questions concerning 
the proposed action should be directed 
to NCDOT or to the FRA at the 
addresses provided above. Additional 
information can be obtained by visiting 
the project Web site at http://
www.sehsr.org or calling the toll-free 
project number 1–877–749–RAIL (7245).

Issued in Washington DC on May 15, 2003. 
Mark E. Yachmetz, 
Associate Administrator for Railroad 
Development.
[FR Doc. 03–12812 Filed 5–21–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Surface Transportation Board 

[STB Finance Docket No. 34343] 

International Steel Group Inc.—
Continuance in Control Exemption—
ISG Railways, Inc. 

International Steel Group Inc. (ISG), a 
noncarrier, has filed a verified notice of 
exemption to continue in control of ISG 

Railways, Inc. (ISG Railways),1 upon 
ISG Railways becoming a Class II rail 
carrier.

This transaction is related to a 
simultaneously filed verified notice of 
exemption in STB Finance Docket No. 
34344, ISG Railways, Inc.—Acquisition 
of Control Exemption—Assets of 
Keystone Railroad LLC d/b/a 
Philadelphia, Bethlehem and New 
England Railroad Company, 
Conemaugh & Black Lick Railroad 
Company LLC, Steelton & Highspire 
Railroad Company LLC, Lake Michigan 
& Indiana Railroad Company LLC, 
Brandywine Valley Railroad Company 
LLC, Upper Merion & Plymouth 
Railroad Company LLC, Patapsco & 
Back Rivers Railroad Company LLC, and 
Cambria and Indiana Railroad, Inc., 
wherein ISG Railways seeks to acquire 
the rail lines and substantially all other 
assets of Keystone Railroad LLC d/b/a 
Philadelphia, Bethlehem and New 
England Railroad Company, Conemaugh 
& Black Lick Railroad Company LLC, 
Steelton & Highspire Railroad Company 
LLC, Lake Michigan & Indiana Railroad 
Company LLC, Brandywine Valley 
Railroad Company LLC, Upper Merion 
& Plymouth Railroad Company LLC, 
Patapsco & Back Rivers Railroad 
Company LLC, and Cambria and 
Indiana Railroad, Inc., all Class III rail 
carrier subsidiaries of Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation. 

The proposed transaction was 
scheduled to be consummated on or 
after April 29, 2003, the effective date of 
the exemption (7 days after the 
exemption was filed). 

ISG currently indirectly controls two 
existing Class III railroads: ISG South 
Chicago & Indiana Harbor Railway 
Company, operating in Illinois and 
Indiana, and ISG Cleveland Works 
Railway Company, operating in Ohio.2

ISG states that: (1) The rail lines to be 
acquired by ISG Railways will not 
connect with the rail lines of any 
existing rail carrier in the ISG corporate 
family; (2) this control transaction is not 
part of a series of anticipated 
transactions that would result in such a 
connection; and (3) this control 
transaction does not involve a Class I 
carrier. Therefore, the transaction is 
exempt from the prior approval of 
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 11323. See 49 
CFR 1180.2(d)(2). 

Under 49 U.S.C. 10502(g), the Board 
may not use its exemption authority to 
relieve a rail carrier of its statutory 
obligation to protect the interests of its 
employees. Because the transaction 
involves at least one Class II and one or 
more Class III rail carriers, the 
exemption is subject to labor protection 
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 11326(b). 

If the verified notice contains false or 
misleading information, the exemption 
is void ab initio. Petitions to revoke the 
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) 
may be filed at any time. The filing of 
a petition to revoke will not 
automatically stay the transaction. 

An original and 10 copies of all 
pleadings referring to STB Finance 
Docket No. 34343, must be filed with 
the Surface Transportation Board, 1925 
K Street, NW., Washington, DC 20423–
0001. In addition, a copy of each 
pleading must be served on Kevin M. 
Sheys, Kirkpatrick & Lockhart LLP, 1800 
Massachusetts Avenue, NW.,—2nd 
Floor, Washington, DC 20036. 

Board decisions and notices are 
available on our Web site at www. 
stb.dot.gov.

Decided: May 15, 2003.
By the Board, David M. Konschnik, 

Director, Office of Proceedings. 
Vernon A. Williams, 
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03–12858 Filed 5–21–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4915–00–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Surface Transportation Board 

[STB Finance Docket No. 34344] 

ISG Railways, Inc.—Acquisition of 
Control Exemption—Assets of 
Keystone Railroad LLC d/b/a 
Philadelphia, Bethlehem and New 
England Railroad Company, 
Conemaugh & Black Lick Railroad 
Company LLC, Steelton & Highspire 
Railroad Company LLC, Lake Michigan 
& Indiana Railroad Company LLC, 
Brandywine Valley Railroad Company 
LLC, Upper Merion & Plymouth 
Railroad Company LLC, Patapsco & 
Back Rivers Railroad Company LLC, 
and Cambria and Indiana Railroad, Inc. 

ISG Railways, Inc. (ISG Railways),1 a 
noncarrier, has filed a verified notice of 
exemption to acquire, pursuant to an 
asset purchase agreement, the rail lines 
and substantially all other assets of 
Keystone Railroad LLC d/b/a 
Philadelphia, Bethlehem and New 
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       PETERSBURG, VA TO RALEIGH, NC 
 

DATE:   June 27, 2003 
 
MEMO TO:   Interagency Scoping Participants 
 
FROM:   David B. Foster, P.E., Rail Environmental Programs Manager 
   NCDOT Rail Division, Environmental and Planning Branch 
  
PREPARED BY: Mark L. Reep, P.E., Project Manager 
   Buck Engineering 
 
SUBJECT: June 17-18 Interagency Scoping Meetings for Tier II Environmental 

Impact Statement, Southeast High Speed Rail Corridor from Petersburg, 
Virginia (Collier Yard) to Raleigh, North Carolina (Boylan Wye), NCDOT 
State Project No. 9.9083002, NCTIP Project No. P-3819 

 
On June 17-18, 2003, interagency scoping meetings were held in Richmond, VA and Raleigh, 
NC for the proposed Southeast High Speed Rail (SEHSR) Corridor between Petersburg, VA 
and Raleigh, NC (see attached list of meeting participants).  The purpose of the meetings was 
to provide an overview of the SEHSR corridor, answer questions, and receive input on issues 
that should be addressed in the Tier II Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).    
 
General Meeting Overview 
 
George Conner (VDRPT Assistant Director for Rail) and Pat Simmons (NCDOT Rail Division 
Director) opened the meetings with a brief welcome and introduction to high speed rail efforts in 
each state.  David Foster, of the NCDOT Rail Division, provided an overview of the SEHSR 
Corridor, its context within the approved Tier I study from Washington, DC to Charlotte, NC, its 
relationship with other high speed rail corridors, and a summary of the current Tier II EIS (see 
attached meeting summary).   

Julie Hunt, of Carter & Burgess, outlined the proposed public involvement initiatives for the Tier 
II EIS.  These include a recent newsletter mailing (sent to approximately 8000 people), media 
information packets (sent to over 100 media groups), nine public workshops (to be held from 
June - August), opportunities for small group community meetings, the SEHSR web page, and 
the toll-free project hotline.  
 
Wayne Hyatt, of Carter & Burgess, summarized the conceptual design considerations for this 
study.  These include: 
 

• 110 mph maximum operating speed 
• Fossil fuel locomotives  
• Designed for both passenger and freight rail 
• Contained within the existing 100-foot right of way, where possible 
• Additional right of way may be needed in some areas for additional sidings, a second 

track, or curve realignments 
• Potential Station Locations will be addressed in the study 
• Road crossings will be addressed individually to determine which crossings should be 

consolidated, grade separated, or upgraded to include signals and gates. 
 



 
 
  
       PETERSBURG, VA TO RALEIGH, NC 
 
 
June 17-18, 2003 Interagency Scoping Meetings 
Page 2 
 
Mr. Foster reviewed the preliminary alternatives along the project corridor.  The proposed 
improvements primarily follow existing rail rights-of-way, except in areas noted on the study 
corridor map by variations in the corridor width.  In these areas (or blocks), the existing railroad 
curves do not meet the design standards for high speed rail.   Preliminary alternatives are being 
considered in these blocks to flatten the rail alignment (see index map).  He described three 
preliminary alignment alternatives that are being considered as a starting point in the study: 
 

•  Alignment One-  Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) Alignment From Draft 
Technical Monograph: Transportation Planning for the Richmond - 
Charlotte Railroad Corridor, September 2002 

•  Alignment Two-  Southeast High Speed Rail (SEHSR) Corridor Alignment From Tier I 
Final Environmental Impact Statement, Washington, DC to Charlotte, 
NC, June 2002 

•  Alignment Three- TranSystems Corporation Alignment From Piedmont High Speed Rail 
Corridor Evaluation Richmond to Raleigh Final Report, February 1997 

 
These conceptual alignments were originally developed independently, with different design 
assumptions, and using US Geological Survey (1:24,000 scale) quadrangle base maps (shown 
on constraint mapping CD’s, and available by request).    
 
The project study will also incorporate a new computerized planning and route optimization tool 
developed by the Australian firm Quantm Ltd.  Quantm uses detailed engineering and 
environmental information to find an optimal route for a new transportation facility.  This process 
has the potential to save a considerable amount of time and money by quickly evaluating 
potential solutions that simultaneously address environmental and engineering issues. Quantm 
also allows timely responses to agency and public input and provides costs and benefits for 
potential solutions without delaying the project for extensive environmental or engineering 
studies. 
 
Mark Reep, of Buck Engineering, described some of the human and natural environment 
considerations that will be addressed in the Tier II EIS.   The preliminary impact matrix (Table 1) 
includes quantities of some known environmental and cultural resources within the potential 
300-foot impact zone of each alignment.  These preliminary impacts were calculated using 
various Geographical Information Systems (GIS) data sources.  
 
Questions, Comments & Discussion Topics 
 
Questions, comments, and discussion topics during each meeting are summarized as follows: 
 

June 17, Richmond, VA 
 
• Several comments pertained to public involvement issues.   In Virginia, a TDD 

(Telecommunications Device for the Deaf) phone number will be available for use during 
the project study.   In an effort to update the SEHSR mailing list, a reply card was 
included in the recent newsletter mailing.  Members of the public who want their names 
to remain on the mailing list will need to fill out and mail the insert card.   Sam Hayes, of 
VDOT, offered to provide a current list of local government contacts in Virginia.  

 



 
 
  
       PETERSBURG, VA TO RALEIGH, NC 
 
 
June 17-18, 2003 Interagency Scoping Meetings 
Page 3 
 

• A representative from the Crater Planning District Commission indicated that the detailed 
costs for upgrading the rail corridor and results of the engineering studies would be 
important information to present at future public hearings.    

 
• A participant commented that Petersburg area recommendations from the VDRPT 

Richmond to South Hampton Roads high speed rail feasibility study should be factored 
into the current SEHSR study.    

 
• Participants commented on areas in Virginia where private properties encroach on the 

rail right of way.   These encroachments occur in several areas near Burgess, Dinwiddie, 
the Nottoway River, and McKenney.     

 
• An advisory committee will be assembled in the near future to offer guidance during the 

Tier II EIS.  Representatives may include members from the state transportation 
agencies, rail organizations, local governments, planning jurisdictions, resource 
agencies, and other environmental specialties. 

 
June 18, Raleigh, NC 

 
• Ed Lewis, of NCDOT’s Human Environment Unit, suggested translating some materials 

in Spanish and advertising workshops in the Que Pasa publication. 
 

• A representative from Vance County noted that in some areas US 1 is located as close 
as 60 feet from the existing rail line.  A number of school buses turn from US 1 and cross 
the railroad tracks.   The railroad crossing designs or signals should account for buses 
making turns at these intersections. 

 
• A participant asked if the project would be contingent upon freight rail.  Shared freight 

and passenger rail use is planned for the corridor.  CSX Transportation currently owns 
the right of way and operates freight service along the Norlina to Raleigh portion of the 
corridor.   NCDOT and VDRPT will work with CSX to address considerations for both 
freight rail and passenger rail.    

 
• Representatives from Wake Forest noted that a number of their historic buildings are 

located close to the existing rail line and asked about the project considerations in Wake 
Forest.    The alignment alternatives in much of the Wake Forest area follow the existing 
rail line.  Operating speeds will be limited by design factors such as horizontal curves 
and grades.  A Noise and vibration analysis will also be conducted during the Tier II 
study to determine potential impacts to buildings in close proximity to the project.   

 
Wake Forest representatives also noted that several districts along the tracks are listed 
on or nominated for the National Register of Historic Places.  These include a mill 
village, the downtown district, and a proposed Wake Forest district.  The proposed Wake 
Forest District includes portions of the rail line between Cedar Avenue and Holding 
Avenue.  
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• Art McMillan, of NCDOT’s Roadway Design Unit, commented on property access issues 
and planned highway improvements along the corridor.  He noted NCDOT’s policy for 
providing access to properties adjacent to transportation improvements.  The 
Department is required to either maintain access to a property or to purchase the 
property.   These factors should be considered during potential crossing closure or grade 
separation studies.    Mr. McMillan requested coordination with the project coordinators 
for nearby highway planning and design studies in NCDOT’s Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP).   

 
• Jon Nance, of NCDOT’s Division 5 Office, asked about efforts for protecting the corridor 

from development.  Consideration may be given to notify realtors and developers about 
the location of the project corridor.    He also asked to be notified before field survey 
work begins along the corridor.    

 
• A participant suggested that field survey personnel carry a single sheet project 

description that can be given to members of the public with questions about the project.   
He also suggested labeling the project maps as preliminary. 

 
• Representatives from Henderson expressed support for a station.  One stop was 

originally modeled during the Tier I study, and the need for an intermediate station 
between Petersburg and Raleigh will be addressed in the Tier II EIS. 

 
• Ted Bisterfeld, of the US EPA, inquired about proposed bridges over rivers and streams.  

Jim Harris, of NCDOT’s Rail Division, noted that the Tar River and Neuse River bridges 
were built in the 1970’s and can be retained.  The Roanoke River bridge piers can also 
be retained, but a new bridge deck and spans will need to be constructed.  Mr. Bisterfeld 
commented that bridge deck drainage issues over high quality waters will need to be 
addressed during the study.  He also suggested that a drainage system be considered 
for the Roanoke River bridge to collect and drain water to upland areas. 

 
• Mr. Bisterfeld also commented on air quality issues.  He suggested consideration for 

using low-content sulfur diesel fuel in the locomotives.  Allen Farrell, of the EPA, is 
involved in a feasibility study of this diesel fuel.  Mr. Bisterfeld suggested contacting the 
EPA Region 3 Office for input before beginning the air quality analysis.  Peter Stokely, a 
transit air quality expert in Region 3 – Reston, VA, reviewed the Tier I study and would 
be a good resource person.   
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Interagency Scoping Meeting Participants 
June 17, 2003 - Richmond, VA 

 
Joe Vinsh   Crater Planning District Commission 
Dennis Morris   Crater Planning District Commission  
Carl Craig   Town of McKinney 
Jerry Combs   FHWA Virginia Division 
David Foster        NCDOT-Rail Division                          
Diana Young-Paiva   NCDOT-Rail Division                          
Marc Hamel        NCDOT-Rail Division                          
Samuel Hayes   VDOT Assistant Division Administrator   
Sherry Munford   VDOT Public Involvement    
David Grimes   VDOT Environmental Specialist 
Lisa Fyall   VDOT Title VI Coordinator 
Tamara Neal   VDOT Media Relations 
George Conner   VDRPT Assistant Director for Rail 
Tom Stewart       VDRPT Rail Passenger Programs Manager 
Susan Smead   VDHR Architectural Historian 
Gerry Wilkes   Virginia DMME Geologist 
Julie Hunt   Carter & Burgess       
Wayne Hyatt   Carter & Burgess       
Jim Buck   Buck Engineering  
Mark Reep   Buck Engineering        
 

June 18, 2003 - Raleigh, NC 
 

Ken Krulik   Kerr Tar RPO 
Mark Williams   Town of Wake Forest 
Chip Russell   Town of Wake Forest 
Roe O’Donnell   Town of Wake Forest       
Benny Finch   Vance County EDC 
Sheri Jones   City of Henderson 
Greg Griggs   Henderson-Vance Chamber of Commerce 
Reid Tunstall   Warren County Planning Dept. 
Ted Bisterfeld   US EPA 
Jake Riggsbee   FHWA 
Jim Kessler   NC Railroad/ HNTB 
Jon Nance   NCDOT-Division 5 
Regina Page   NCDOT-Congestion Management 
Ed Lewis   NCDOT-Office of Human Environment 
Barbara H Church  NCDOT-Office of Human Environment  
Art McMillan   NCDOT-Roadway Design 
Shirley R Williams  NCDOT-Rail Division 
David Foster        NCDOT-Rail Division                          
Marc Hamel   NCDOT-Rail Division 
Diana Young-Paiva   NCDOT-Rail Division                          
Jim Harris   NCDOT-Rail Division 
Julia Hegele   NCDOT-Rail Division 
Sarah Medley   NCDOT-Statewide Planning Branch 
Julie Hunt   Carter & Burgess       
Wayne Hyatt   Carter & Burgess       
Jim Buck   Buck Engineering  
Mark Reep   Buck Engineering  
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Crater Planning District Commission Response to Scoping Letter via email 

 









A4. Letters from Federal, 
State, and Local Agencies 

 
 Federal Agencies 

 State Agencies 

 Local Agencies 

















 
 
 
 
 
 

      December 28, 2004 
 
David B. Foster, P.E. 
NCDOT-Rail Division 
1553 MSC 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1553 
 
     Re: Comments – SEHSR Corridor 
      Town of Wake Forest 
 
Dear Mr. Foster: 
 

Town of Wake Forest staff has reviewed the proposed SEHSR corridor maps 
dated December 17, 2004.  Attached is the listing of our comments which include 
suggested changes and information regarding projects/structures adjacent to the corridor. 

 
If you have questions regarding our comments or need additional information, 

please contact me at 919-554-6142 during business hours or by e-mail at 
chip.russell@ci.wake-forest.nc.us. 

 
      Sincerely, 
 
 
 
      Chip Russell, AICP 
      Planning Director 

 



Town of Wake Forest 
Comments 
Southeast High Speed Rail Corridor 
December 28, 2004 
 
General 
• Roadway bridges should be of sufficient width to accommodate ultimate roadway 

cross-section, inclusive of curb and gutter and sidewalks.   
• Rail line bridges should be of sufficient length to span ultimate roadway cross-

sections, inclusive of curb and gutter and sidewalks. 
• Rail line bridges and roadway bridges should be designed and constructed to 

accommodate future TTA regional rail system. 
• The Wake Forest Traffic Separation Study was completed in November, 1999. In it, 

eight public street crossings between Ligon Mill Road and Brick Street were 
evaluated. Recommendations were made for near-term (0-2 years), mid-term (2-5 
years) and long-term (5-10 years) improvements. Review a summary at this site: 
http://www.bytrain.org/safety/tss/newsletters/wakeforest.html  

• The distance between crossings is not so close as to require closure. Closure 
recommendations/criteria: http://www.bytrain.org/safety/closure.html 

• The indirect and cumulative effects of some of the proposed closings, considering the 
proximity of the crossing to the surrounding area, the nature of land uses and services 
and the distance between crossings, would produce adverse community impacts on 
property owners in the Wake Forest Historic NRD, businesses in the Downtown 
Wake Forest Historic NRD, and residents.  Reduced connectivity would hinder non-
vehicular transportation mobility and disrupt traffic patterns (vehicular and non-
vehicular) in areas where sealed crossings (such as four-quadrant gates with raised 
concrete medians) can provide for traffic safety at necessary rail crossings. 

 
Map 108 of 125 
• Provide a bridge or at-grade crossing with the proposed Northside Loop, a future 

local-major thoroughfare (90’ R/W, 4-lane roadway). The Northside Loop is needed 
for east-west access with significant future residential growth along the corridor and 
in northeast Wake Forest generally. In concurring with the Brick Avenue closure and 
without a crossing at Cedar Avenue, the next bridge is the downtown bridge located 
more than a mile to the south of the Northside Loop crossing, two miles from the 
county line, a distance too great in light of the future traffic demand. 

 
Map 109 of 125 
• Provide a bridge or at-grade crossing with the proposed Northside Loop, a local-

major thoroughfare (90’ R/W, 4-lane roadway). 
• Concur with the closing of Brick Avenue crossing. 
• West and East Cedar Avenues are currently closed (no connection).  Delete 

proposed bridge. 
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• Corridor is adjacent to two National Register Historic Districts: Glen Royal Mill 
NRD and Wake Forest NRD. Segregating these districts from the east side of Wake 
Forest poses a negative indirect and cumulative impact. 

 
Map 110 of 125 
• Corridor is adjacent to two National Register Historic Districts: Downtown Wake 

Forest NRD and Wake Forest NRD. 
• Do not close/maintain at-grade crossing at Elm Avenue. The proposed closure at the 

Elm Street crossing would shift land use and traffic patterns in an area subject to the 
Wake Forest Renaissance Plan which addresses the relocation of the Wake Forest 
Town Hall and important downtown development and redevelopment plans, in close 
proximity to an alternate TTA transit station site. Without this crossing, the distance 
between the Roosevelt Avenue Bridge and the next one at the new Holding Avenue 
crossing would be .65 miles. In the heart of downtown Wake Forest, this distance is 
too great to accommodate the type of non-vehicular and interconnected transportation 
mobility needed to sustain downtown business, public and residential developments. 
With the Elm Avenue crossing, the crossing is slightly over ¼ mile from the 
Roosevelt Avenue Bridge and .37 miles from the new Holding Avenue bridge 
location. 

• Close East Holding Avenue crossing.  Relocate bridge to Dunn Avenue vicinity for 
future realignment of East Holding Avenue. To provide continued mobility across 
the railroad corridor, it is recommended that a grade separated crossing be pursued. 
The Wake Forest Transportation Plan calls for relocating E. Holding Avenue to align 
with W. Holding Avenue along a small residential street with grades sufficiently 
below the railroad to make it possible to consider a rail bridge. 

• Proposed sites for future TTA transit station in downtown. The Elm Avenue and 
new Holding Avenue crossings relate to the proposed sites. 

 
Map 111 of 125 
• Provide bridge or at-grade crossing at Friendship Chapel Road, a 2-lane collector 

street.  This crossing is critical for access to Town Operations Center and to 
developing property which will significantly increase traffic demand on the NC_98 
Bypass, Friendship Chapel and Rogers Road crossings. It is .3 miles south of the NC-
98 Bypass crossing and is closer to the potential TTA transit station site than the 
Rogers Road crossing located .8 miles to the south.  

• Crossing at Forestville Road has been closed. 
• Potential site for future TTA transit station associated with new development. 
 
Map 112 of 125 
• Do not close/maintain at-grade crossing at Seawell Drive, a 2-lane collector street.  

Critical for access to existing properties and future development. 
• Ligon Mill Road, a local-major thoroughfare (70’ R/W, 3-lane roadway). 
• Rogers Road, secondary major thoroughfare (90’ R/W, 5-lane roadway). 
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Map 113 of 125 
• Add bridge at Height Lane/Unicon Drive extension/connection.  2-lane collector 

street, 70’ R/W.  Critical to the conversion of US-1 to freeway section and needed to 
provide adequate access to the South Forest Business Park. 

• Add bridge at proposed US-1 service road extension. The crossing for the planned 
service road parallel to US-1 is needed to keep local traffic trips off of US-1. 

 



















 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
January 3, 2005 
 
David B. Foster 
Rail Environmental Programs Manager 
NCDOT Rail Division 
1553 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1553 
 
RE: SEHSR S-line location 
 Dinwiddie County 
 
Dear David: 
 
In response to your letter dated December 17, 2004, I am responding to the proposed 
SEHSR Corridor design plans (Tier II). My comments are based on previous comments 
and meetings held on this matter with particular reference made to the December 9, 2004 
meeting held by you with the County Board of Supervisors and the Town of McKenney 
Council. It is noted that the Board of Supervisors has gone on record as opposing the S-
line location and recommended the A-line for several reasons. I will not pursue this issue 
since your letter specifically asked for comments on the maps submitted to us for 
comments. 
  
A few general comments must be made at this time. It is our understanding that the 
proposed road improvements and road/bridge relocations are an intricate part of the High 
Speed Rail line and will be constructed at the same time that the rail line is built. The rail 
line will not extend north of the Burgess intersection area but will proceed east toward 
the Collier Railroad Yard. Impacts on the Civil War Battlefield sites will be negligible 
since the rail line will remain within the existing rail line right-of-way. Efforts will be 
made to assist the County in locating/developing a trail system along the rail line. 
 
The following comments are site specific: 

1. on map 10 of 125, it appears that the relocation of Dabney Mill Road will have 
minimum impact on adjacent property owners; 



2. on map12 of 125, it appears there is a major road/bridge relocation. There is a 
concern about the impact there may be associated with severing land owners land 
parcels; 

3. on map 14 of 125, the same concern expressed in #2 is applicable; 
4. on maps 15,16 and 17 there is a major rail line relocation from the existing rail 

bed. Several issues arise from this regarding impact on home owners as well as 
the use of the unused portion of the rail bed. Certainly, the County may be  
interested in a trail system on the unused portion of rail bed; 

5. on map 18 of 125 there are concerns with wetlands located in this area, the road 
relocation and how the grade separation will be accomplished; 

6. on map 19 of 125 there is some concern regarding the conversion of frontage road 
(F-855) to a through road. Access to Route 1 is important to the citizens living on 
Glebe Road and other interior roads connecting to Glebe Road; 

7. on map 20 of 125 there is a major reworking of the roadway alignment and 
construction of a bridge to obtain grade separation with the rail line and Route 1. 
It is important that the citizens living to the west of the rail line be given access to 
Route 1 and I-85; and 

8. on map 25 of 125 there is considerable concern with the rail line and its impact on 
the Town of McKenney, Route 40 and the Sunnyside Elementary School. It is our 
understanding that the rail line will be lowered into the ground and special bridge 
improvements be given were Route 40 crosses the rail line. Also, sound impacts 
on the Elementary School will be minimized do to the depression of the rail line 
below ground elevation and the use of earth berms. 

 
I hope that the comments contained herein are of benefit to you. It is our expectation that 
our concerns will be included in any future documents developed on the high speed rail 
proposal. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
William C. Scheid 
Director of Planning 

















































A5. Resolutions and MOUs 



RESOLUTION BY 
TRIANGLE GREENWAYS COUNCIL 

ON 
SE HIGH SPEED RAIL AND TRAIL 

 
 

WHEREAS, North Carolina and Virginia are collaborating on the preparation of NEPA 
documentation for High Speed Rail corridors through their respective states; 
 
WHEREAS, the concept of a non-motorized trail is also being considered as an additional 
public facility within the corridor between Petersburg, Virginia and Raleigh, North Carolina;  
 
WHEREAS, the proposed southern termination point of this trail of approximately 116 miles 
is at the Neuse River on the north side of Raleigh; 
 
WHEREAS, at that point the trail would interconnect with Raleigh’s existing and expanding 
greenway network and its extensive trail system; 
 
WHEREAS, the Neuse River is also the location of the proposed NC Mountains to Sea Trail 
through Wake County (Raleigh) and Johnston County which is currently under development, 
as well as eastward to the coast; 
 
WHEREAS, the East Coast Greenway (ECG) is being assembled incrementally, and is 
proposed to interconnect the capitals of east coast states; 
 
WHEREAS, the thirty-five year history of greenway network planning and development 
within Raleigh and the region will accommodate the proposed High Speed Rail trail 
connection and serve as a mid-Atlantic hub to interconnect to other trail opportunities; and 
now 
 
THEREFORE, the Triangle Greenways Council endorses the concept of a trail within the 
High Speed Rail corridor as a viable element of public infrastructure that will connect 
evolving regional mega regions, and provide multiple benefits including: 
(1)  non-motorized trail for recreation and transportation purposes, 
(2)  interconnection with similar local and regional greenway and trail facilities,     
(3)  opportunity for close to home and long distance exercise to improve fitness,   
(4)  expanded tourism opportunities and related economic advantages, and 
(5)  more robust corridor width in specific locations [curve straightening and mitigation] that    

could be designed and managed to enhance localized ecological stability.  
             

APPROVED By The TGC Board On June 22, 2009
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